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WISTS AND VIRGATES OF LAND. 
By the Rev. WALTER BUDGEN, F.S.A. 
(Concluded from p. 99.) 


*,” Reference should be made to the map forming frontispiece 
to Vol, x., No. 4 (f.p. 73). 


We have now reached Eastbourne, and as we have here 
a good example of common open fields and the material 
for their reconstruction is unusually ample, we may be 
permitted to refer to some of the details. The area of the 
parish, like those already mentioned as lying on the north 
side of the Downs, comprised a considerable extent of 
downland, sharing Beachy Head with Eastdean, and 
between the escarpment of the Downs and the marshland 
on the eastern limits of the parish lay the arable lands. 
From terriers and surveys we are able to show that in 1543 
there were no less than 2,040 acres, tenantry measure, under 
the plough in this area and that, with the exception of two 
or three pieces of demesne lands not exceeding together 
about 50 acres, the whole of this arable land lay in open 
common fields. In the record of an Inquisition of the time 
of Henry III as to the customs of the manor there is a 
statement that there are 36 virgates held in villeinage. 
Owing to the existence of several small manors in East- 
bourne besides the Great Manor, it is difficult to arrive 
with certainty at figures enabling one to test this statement, 
but it is worth trying, and we give the following calculation 
for what it is worth. Deducting from the above 2,040 acres 
of arable land existing in 1543 all lands which were probably 
not part of the Great Manor at the time of the Henry III 
Inquisition, and also rectory glebe, freeholds and demesne 
lands, we get the figure of 1,040 acres of land held by 
copyhold tenants at the time of the Inquisition. This would 
give 36 virgates of very nearly 30 acres each, but, for the 
reasons above stated, it would be unwise to take this 
calculation too seriously. The fact that the deductions 
work out at a round 1,000 acres is a pure coincidence as 
the calculation was made from actual figures. 
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Our next reference is to the contents of a portion of 
the arable fields of Eastbourne, and it introduces the term 
wist. In a survey of the Home Farm of the manor dated 
1543 the lessee or farmer is stated to be entitled to receive 
from the tenants of 234 wists of workland the customary 
rents for not doing their bound service, namely, 8s. from 
every wist, and of moveable rents 8 eggs yearly, and then 
we have the statement that every wist contains 16 acres. 
In the terriers of the same date the copyhold lands are 
classed as Werkland, Bondland and Herdland, and a small 
portion as Serviceland, the total of the holdings of Werk- 
land being 364 acres, which gives 22? wists of 16 acres, 
which is near enough, but this small variation is more than 
confirmed when we find that the farmer only received 164 
eggs instead of 184 due, the explanation doubtless being 
that some of the lands were in the lord’s hands through 
lack of tenants. The only other manor in Eastbourne to 
which we need refer is the Manor of Medes als Brode. 
An extent of this manor made about 1450 shows the whole 
of the lands in the area now known as the Meads district 
lying in open common fields comprising in the whole 300 
acres; demesne lands, as well as lands holding of other 
small manors, were all intermixt with the tenant holdings 
of the Medes manor. ‘There are elaborate regulations for 
the common user of the downland pasture and it is stated 
that each wist of land contains to acres of arable land and 
extends to pasture for 2 oxen and 1 cow and 30 sheep. 
It may be mentioned that the furlongs can quite well be 
divided into 3 equal laines according to their location, which, 
of course, suggests the three-field system. Beyond East- 
bourne, in the parishes of Westham and Pevensey, we 
cannot expect to find common fields owing to the nature 
of the country, which is largely marshland; at all events, 
the court rolls of Langney manor in Westham give no 
indication of such fields. 


Now, to summarise the position so far as it relates to 
the Rape of Pevensey. From the Ouse to Eastbourne we 
have an almost solid block of manors with open common 
fields, and even where there seem to be slight gaps, this ts 
due not so much to evidence negativing the existence of 
such open fields as to the lack of material proving them. 
The next thing to note is that this area is almost entirely 
connected with the downland, the manors being situated 
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on or in the downland or lying at the foot of the Downs, 
mainly on the north side. When one gets away from this 
downland area the evidence for open fields begins to fail. 
Again, our survey shows that with the exception of a line 
of manors lying on the bank of the Ouse and extending 
eastward not more than 3 miles, the wist denomination is 
in general use. If we accept the suggestion of Mr. W. D. 
Peckham, in reply to my query (Sa.N.Q., ii, 226), that this 
diversity of usage is due to the settlement of the district 
by different tribes, we may visualise the yardland (or 
virgate) people entering the country by the Ouse and 
spreading westward, but quite naturally occupying both 
banks of the river, and the wist people coming in by the 
Cuckmere and again settling on both sides of their river 
of entry, but spreading eastward. This is, of course, 
contrary to the generally accepted theory that the main 
Saxon invasion was made in the West of the County and 
spread eastward, but it is incomprehensible that the invaders 
should have neglected the favourable landing places all 
along the coast. As our enquiry is primarily concerned 
with the occurrence of the term Wist, we are under no 
obligation to explain the absence of common fields to the 
North of the area with which we have been dealing, but 
the fact that it was forest land would seem to afford a 
sufficient explanation without bringing in Jutish influence, 
as Mr. Jollitfe appears to do. In this connection it is 
worthy of note that the line of the ‘* old road,’’ so called 
in 1252, and recently identified by Mr. I. D. Margary 
(S.A.C., 80, p. 29) as in great part the Roman Road from 
Lewes to Pevensey, was the northern boundary of the 
Warren of the lord of the Rape, thus suggesting that it was 
the southern limit of the forest, where different hunting 
rights would exist. The point of interest in our investigation 
being that the general line of this road skirts on the North 
our block of manors having common fields. 

So much in regard to Pevensey Rape, where the results 
of the survey seem to support our thesis, but when we turn 
to some of the Battle Abbey records we come up against 
evidence which tends almost to negative our various pro- 
positions, namely, that the use of the term wist was con- 
fined to Pevensey Rape; that it occurred only where there 
were common fields and that it was applied ordinarily to 
tenant holdings. In the Chronicon Monasterii de Bello com- 
piled by a monk of the Abbey about 1180 and first published, 
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in the original Latin, in 1846, the writer having spoken 
(on p. 17) of lands of the Abbey belonging to the township 
[of Battle] turns to the description of the lands that are 
‘‘ within the lowey, but outside the township,’’ and he 
proceeds: ‘* Let no one raise a question (causetur) that we 
shall describe the lands otherwise than is contained in the 
King’s book [Domesday Book]. For anciently the lands 
of the same lowey, however they are described in the said 
King’s book, were divided, now by successive abbots they 
are divided by them as seems best to them. Therefore the 
Lowey is divided by wists which in other places are called 
virgates.’’ This passage is difficult, but we venture to 
suggest that the meaning is that the abbots have gone back 
to the earlier usage of describing the lands by the wist, 
instead of by the yardland or virgate as in Domesday Book. 
The Chronicle then continues: ‘‘ In Uccheham are 3 wists 
in demesne. Also in Uccheham there are 44 wists, of which 
the possessors render yearly 3 shillings ’’; and the 
customary works are specified. ‘*‘ Between Hethelande and 
Bodherst there is one wist with the like work and money ”’ 
and so on. Now turning to the printed Custumals of the 
Abbey manors meniioned earlier, we have a: rental and 
custumal of the Manor of Merle of the time of Edward I 
and we see that the manor evidently included lands within 
the lowey of the Abbey, probably even those mentioned in 
our quotation from the Chronicle, for we find tenants with 
names de Ukeham, de Bodherst and de Hetheland (or 
Hecheland). In this manor all the tenant holdings are 
described by the wist and comprised in the whole 134 wists. 
There is nothing to suggest that there were common fields 
and no information is given as to the acreage of the hold- 
ings. We have no explanation to offer of these facts, we 
can only state them with the hope that.some one with local 
knowledge may give us the benefit of a study of manorial 
conditions in the Rape of Hastings, where Mr. Jolliffe says: 
‘* If we probe only a little way beneath the surface, it is 
not a Saxon land that we find, but a province of Cantia 
Irredenta, a Kentish lathe complete in whole and in 
members.’’ 
(¢ ‘oncluded.) 


References to records mentioned in the above article, most of 
which, or copies, are in the custody of the Sussex Archzological 
Society:— 

Iford and Rodmell, Rentals and Survey, 11 and 12.—South Malling, 

G.8/42.—Beddingham, G.22/ 48,49, 58; C.P.218; Suss. Rec. Soc 
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Vol. 34, p. 202.—South Heighton and Denton, R. and S. 11 and 
12. — Btshopston, R. and S.15; F.B.180. — Blatchington, 
‘‘Custumals of Battle Abbey,”’ p. 37; G.45/13; D.R.4.—Sea- 
ford, M.364,372,380; R. and $.17.—Alfriston, G.45/13; R. and 
S.19.—Berwick, R.F.6/38: G.40/180.—Alciston, G.45/13; R. 
and S.18. ‘‘ Custumals,’’ p. 26.—Tilton, C.P.218; Salzman, 
‘‘ Hailsham,’’ p, 176. — Selmeston, C.P.218. — West Firle, 
G.17/4; M.R.3.—Compton Berwick, G.10/1, G.17/17.—Arling- 
ton, G.17/34; M.519, M.R.2.—Wilmington, C.P.218.—Folkmg 
ton, Suss. Rec. Soc., Vol. 2, p. 34; M.R.1. — Lullington, 
‘‘Custumals,’’ p. 33.—Litlington, C.494.—Westdean, M.674.— 
Excete, M.118.—Friston and Crowlink, R. and S.13.—Jevig- 
ton, C.P.208,209.— Willingdon, C.P.218; Woolgar MSS., p. 495. 
—Eastbourne, C.P.99,103,109. 





THE LATTER DAYS OF THE ALFOLD BARS— 
NEWBRIDGE TURNPIKE ROAD. 
By G. D. JOHNSTON. 
(Continued from p. 105.) 
LOANS. 

The Trustees originally borrowed money on mortgage 
of the tolls, and included statements of these loans and 
arrears of interest in their accounts for many years, but never 
paid any interest or repaid any principal. On the 12th May, 
1834, they retained Messrs. Mellersh and Marshall of Godal 
ming, Solicitors, to defend an action by George Butcher’ 
to recover possession of the tolls and toll-house, and on the 
3rd January, 1837, they paid the Solicitors £22 5s. 8d., their 
costs of defending the action of ejectment Butcher v. Hills 
‘for Bonds supposed due to Mr. Butcher.’’ This hardly 
seems like a success for either side, and probably Mr. 
Butcher discontinued his action on the terms that each side 
paid their own costs; at all events on the 8th September, 
1851, when the continuance of the tolls was under considera- 
tion the Clerk was directed to inform the Home Secretary 
‘ that in reality there is no debt existing on the tolls of this 
Road,’’ and on the 15th December, 1851, they resolved that 
“as no Bonds for the mortgage debt formerly due now 
existed and no interest has ever been paid thereon since 1757 
and the said debt is consequently now extinct such nominal 
debt and arrears of interest shall in future be omitted from 
the General Annual Statement.’’ The Trustees seem to have 
taken advantage of the Statute of Limitation—but perhaps 
the original subscribers had never expected to see their 
money back and were really making donations to a good 


13 Of Burchett and other places. Overseer, 1813-4; Visitor, 
1821-2; Guardian, 1822-3; on the Select Vestry 1823-30. 
Sworn in as a Trustee of the Road 6th July, 1821. 
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cause, though to comply with the regulations they were 
officially called loans. 
EXPENDITURE. 

It is a little difficult to estimate the amount spent on the 
ordinary repairs to the Road; the Accounts are not included 
in the Book which merely contains references to the Sur- 
veyors and other Bills which sometimes do, but mostly do 
not, give details. Over the 29 years in which these sums 
can be ascertained the average expenditure in the Road 
(apart from special work) is 457 10s. od. Adding to this 
the Salaries of Clerk and Surveyor there was a_ small 
balance of toll money available for improvements and extra- 
ordinary expenses of litigation, new Acts, etc. 


MATERIALS. 

The materials were almost entirely gravel and flints 
which were usually brought by canal to the wharf at either 
Newbridge or Loxwood. The quantities were large, but it 
is infrequent for any details to be given. In 1805 gravel 
cost £51, and 26 tons of flints cost £5 12s. 6d. (this 
is 2s. g}d. a ton, but part is probably for carriage). In 1807 
flints were bought in two lots, viz., 30 tons at 4s. 4d. and 

3 tons at 2s. 6d. (presumably the difference in price is due 
to the size). In 1803 210 tons of sea gravel (at 3s.), and in 
1812 64 tons of gravel (at 14s.) were bought, and in 1813 
30 tons of flints at 4s. 3d. a ton. In 1837 four barge-loads 
of gravel were ordered for delivery at Newbridge, and six 
barge-loads at Loxwood. 

The rate per ton of barging gravel from Littlehampton 
was 2s. 3d. to Newbridge and 3s. 3d. to Loxwood. Land 
carriage per ton from Newbridge was 8d. the first half-mile, 
tod. the second, 14d. the third, 20d. the fourth, 2s. the fifth, 
and 2s. 3d. the sixth, while the corresponding rates from 
Loxwood Wharf were 6d., od. and 1s. for the third half- 
mile. 

IMPROVEMENTS. 

The only important improvement was the lowering and 
alteration of Hews’ Hill'* between Newpound and the Pet- 
worth-Newbridge Road to ease the ascent from the north; 
it can be traced in the awkward entrance to the house on the 
east. 

In 1827 Mr. Heath of Horsham was paid four guineas 

14 Corrupted to ‘‘ Hughes Hill’’ in the Ordnance Map. The 


family of Hews are still in the Parish, and spell their name 
sO. 
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for an estimate and section for lowering Hews’ Hill, and on 
the 27th October, 1828, the Clerk was directed to apply to 
Edward Napper, Esq.,'* and Mr. George Wells* for leave 
to enter their land for the purpose of diverting the Road 
leading up Hews’ Hill for the better convenience of lower- 
ing the said hill. Then the matter slept until Mr. James 
Grinsted of Slinfold, surveyor, was asked on the 8th Sep- 
tember, 1851, for an estimate for the improvement of Hews’ 
Hill, and on the 28th February, 1856, the Trustees resolved 
to take into consideration the propriety of making an altera- 
tion of Hews’ Hill. 

Another substantial improvement was the erection in 
1814 of a bridge over Pauley’s Brook'* by Rd. Hoad of 
Tismans Common for £21 10s. od., he finding workmanship 
and all materials. Posts and rails were put up at Pauley’s 
Brook in 1855. 

On the 18th April, 1818, posts and rails were put up at 
Flitchfold Pond'’ to prevent the teams going through the 
pond, and the fence was repaired in 1844. In 1818 posts 
and rails were also put up at Newpound Common for the 
same purpose. 

On the 28th February, 1827, milestones were ordered to 
be erected to indicate the distance from Guildford to Worth- 
ing,'* and the Clerk was paid five guineas for attending and 
measuring the road to Washington. 

On the 25th November, 1834, the Clerk was directed to 
write to the stewards of the Duke of- Norfolk and General 
Onslow stating the dilapidated and dangerous state of Lox- 
wood Bridge.!* 

On the 24th March, 1840, the Trustees repaired the fence 
at Durbens*° at the cost of £1 7s. 74., but declined in future 
to do any other repair to the ford there. 

On the 23rd May, 1850, posts and rails were put up 
against the pond in Loxwood Street. 

(Concluded.) 

15 Of Malham. 

16 Just north of Loxwood, and south of Merrifields. 

17 South-west of the Road at Roundstreet where the road to 

the Church leaves the turnpike road. 

18 ‘* Worthing ’’ is written over ‘‘ Arundel,’’ which is erased. 

18 This carries the Road, and was built in 1791 (previous to 

which the Road went through the ford just below) by the 
Duke of Norfolk and Middleton Onslow, the most import- 
ant landowners in the district, whence the ‘‘N’’ on the 
upside and the ‘‘ MO’’ on the downside keystones above 
the date. Middleton Onslow died in 1802, and ‘‘ General 
Onslow ”’ was his son Denzil Onslow, who died in 1838. 


East of the Road at Roundstreet opposite the entrance of 
the road from the Church. 


2 


2 














[ SUM 4saljree ‘puno} ApjUsdaT PILOT I 


i SELI-SI9T 21 
‘Ajuo xepur emeruine, s9ELI-8SST 2 °M'd C19! sssl ~ a YHOmspory 





“TI9T SOM “Tg 4selfive 

“Sea “eq ‘PPrel ‘Azeniqa,y ur payuud pus 
petdoo osje pue punoj Apuaseal S19 ‘96ST ‘16SI °° 1'a 

_ uoydureyspyyy jo seoues 

STUIWIAY ,, UI WIOF HOO ur peysyqnd pur ‘ZgeI 

‘yaquia3das 01 ‘OSE, ‘sequieAONY SuLinp oduIz 

esepw ysuvg ut pajud gest-l19l :°L'a@ put 













(yooq peAeoep WoIy SAUTeU OUIOS GRIM) SCLI-Ib9T °° M'd 1éS9I a 
“uolyIpUuos SSLI-I6SIl °'L'a 16ST , SS9l IN 
poAesop Aisa ul Jaqsises (1aded) ysaries ZRST-ELSI ° UM 'd ESLI-Ib9T °° Md (seer * “  uoydureyor33ry 
tSZI-OQ6SI L'a 
O8ST SPM ysaT]Ire ! 3 Ajquesar TESt ‘O6SI :°L'a ZISI-SSSI Md 06g] gssl ae on O1OUIY UI] 
oTST-POLI i's 
(Gd) OF8SIT-90LI {90L1T 4 
(W) LESI-90LI vOLT §={90L1 W 
(9) ZISI-8691 ° “Md \seo91 >’ os ass youry 
JUBAV']T-PIA PUL JULAET 4sesy Sec sai ia ‘ee FURALT 
(‘o194y UeATs la ‘suiseq ‘Ud yeniegd 
OU B38 UleJey) < 2198] J2yst39y ysteg Adoo a: astM19Y4I0 opie 
uey pur Ll 
(x “704 ‘TOT aipd wosf penusjuoy) NATVIVHO “H ‘Mm Aq pezNnqinu0sy 


“YALSHHOIHO AO AYNOOVACGHONAVY:.. SIdIMOSNVUL S.dOHSIG ,, GNV SUALSIONN HSINVd 





"SZ9I SEM YsarpIva ‘punoy AMuadel ZEOL ‘IOI ‘I69I °°.L'A 


"(D) 6rZI-eNLT :deg 


“OS9L SEM Ysatprea ‘punoy ApUDIEI CENT ‘ELOL ‘I6SI 


‘SZ9I SEM YSaTive ‘punoy AjjU9007 EIT 


“Wd 


Ld 


‘uspseyy dy ‘uapieyy YWON ‘uaprep ySeA 29S 


‘LIQ SW 4saljiea ‘punoy ApJUa00l EIQ ‘L6ST 
“LIQL SBM 4sorpies ‘punoy Ajju900I EIQI ‘96S1 ‘16SI 
‘s}stsovouay JO AIIIOS 
78 sory Aemvueyg yy “J Aq (WW) SELI-B81Z1 Adop 
‘(N) 0691-7891 ‘deg 
“OS9L SYM JSel[iva ‘punoys AyjzU9a001 Clg! ‘I6SI 
“L891-SZ91 ‘PL9I-OL9I ‘9991-1991 ‘19S a 
‘sieaA ppo Joy}O pu® [eZ] 
-OSLI ‘ISLI ‘F69I-Z691 ‘6891 ‘L89I-F89T 
‘I891 ‘6LOI-LL9I ‘SZ9I-1991 ‘9g9I-ss9l KO. 
‘EL9L ‘¥99T ‘Z99T ‘79ST D :saeVy 
‘uopuo’'y “DIT 
‘ogzt-6sst Ww Ado 
‘ayes 
qoinyod ur ‘ured Asiqny “Aayy ‘10399, JouLI0; 
ev 4q (q) szgr- ‘(IN) zS4ZI- ‘(O) eBzi-6ss1 Adoa 





2) 


‘OD FY s1OUNN[[TYd +P LERI-LLL 


Yd 


(WW) 
(I) 
(WW) 


(q) 
(W) 
(9) 
(q) 
(W) 
(9 


9ZZI W) 


OSLI-I¥ZI 
6021-8021 
ZOL1-9691 
6891-Z89T 
9Z91-16S1 
8ZZ1-S9si 
ZI8I-Syst 
O8ZI-S9SI 
ySLI-Ze91 
Z6LI-1SS1 
OL8I-99¢1 
ZI8L-O9SI 
WSZI-f1yi 


OULI-T6S1 


Z69L-O89L 


VOLI-I6SI 


I 


4 


sgost 


{ ISS 
| 991 
09SI 
ISZI 


| Z691 
' 6891 
| gS9I 


ts | 
W 





VURAL T-PIW 


ysINGPIPy 


u039[PPIW 
"* UO Slay 


“  yaprey 


ysINYspep 


Ia{sSUuIUWIA’] 


[leysesin’y 














“OEOL SBM ZSOI[Ive ‘punoy Apuacar SZ9I ‘SI9L ‘I6SI 
"WS ‘YWYy “XS 3B I “foa 

‘SW S,eudLyOD “J ‘OD Ul ZIBI-6SSI_ :S}9eI}RXY 
‘sys1Zofeauasy JO Aja1d0G 3Vv 

‘aw 4q Adoo (jW) FgLI-ES9I 
“LI9OL Sea 

ysayjzea ‘punoy AjUI0eI CEOT ‘ELIOT ‘6ST ‘O6SI 
‘GI8I [19 Hooq Jay}0 ou sI 
a19y} (6ZL1 IW) I9ZI t0zFe ey} pue gzgI si AtUO 
YST[IvI DY} }eY} SuIpIOseI Ut }O9IIOOUT SI sNsTag 

I€8I 984 “papey put uri Alprq 0Z91-86S1 

‘CZOI SBM 4sat[rea ‘punoy A]}UI001 IOI ‘16S 
‘a1qsaitt 

Ajysour 1ZZ1-6SSI :4Ooq ysry jo yred Apiey 

"SZ9I SEM JSaT[Iee ‘puNoy; A[}U990I EIOT ‘I6SI ‘O6SI 
‘EIQI 910Jaq HOO 19}sIF01 OU SI doy} Sp10dIeI 
os[e SNSU9D [FBI PY “Sty? JO UOT}eIOGOIIOD OU 
puy uvo ‘samiepy “a ‘Y ‘Aoy, ‘JUaquINOUT Juasaid 
ey], ‘Ie}stBer usaprepy yseqy ur speur Apsnoraaid 
useq Suraey satijus ‘OZLT UY} JoyIes Joysise1 
ou sey UspiryyY YNWON }eYy} Yassng UAajsayy {Oo 

Aa0jstzyy Sty ut sazeys Avaer[eq souref ‘Ady oy 

‘OS9L SEA JsolIee !punoy Ap}UA0aI ZZOI ‘E6SI-Z6SI 
"SI9I SBM 4soriva 

‘punoy Apjue001 679 ‘(jUdWUBeIy) OZ9T ‘I6SI 

‘ydoxy A[peq put ApiepnFoit [ZZ1-68S1 : Yoo ysIKy 
CUMPXNY 99S) “Lz81 
roy Axjuo ouo yyIA jadeyy yYyRTXNY Jo Joqsa1 
asviueyy e pue ‘s[etng pue suisndeg jo ¢zgi 
woljy syooq Jaysiser jodeyD yUpxXNy osTe sry 

yomnyo oy “purr Joy se ore uaard sreah oy], 
‘ZORI ‘IaqUIDAON [ [MIUNOD UI JapIg Aq u0}}01], 


eon Aemruey “yy 


Yd 


wiory Al[eornstiseo09 pazeredas ‘yyyxny Aprouroy ‘purylipy 


(‘as04 Uoald 


you ase utasayy sdef ‘aqeyieae saistFayq ystueg {doo 


"sysBIUaY 





a19y Ay) 


io / pur 


Z99T-O06ST 


ZB9L-L6ST 


ZI8L-O6ST 
LILI-Z6S1 


ZI8t-L6S1 


"payeijoo 
perdod = (pajeys 


Lad 
Lda 


astMmsoyy J 


ssajun gq BW DO) ‘Ud 40/pue “Ld 


[6st 


06ST 


[6ST 


6981 


“L'a 
warped 


(6esst 
\ 29st W 
essi > °° 


S9SI = 


6SSI 


SItst 
9ILI 


68SI : 


981 W 
costo 0°" 


"sutdeq “Yd 


{ ¥98I rs 
,¢ 
| 


aes ysINGINN 


94S WON 


ey puny 


*  Gapreyy 
jadeyD 


auinoqys 


*ystieg 


qWON 


(ION 
YON 


Ty Man 


Ppuelitin 


“SE9I SPM YsatpIvsa ‘panos Ajzuade1 E191 

"¥1/8Z ‘OD V'S 90S :spORHx| 
“LI9L SPA YsarpIva 

‘punoy Ajj}W929I EZ9T ‘ETO ‘ZOOL ‘SSI ‘I6ST ‘06ST 
‘sysisoyeouar) Jo Ao100G 

ye sory Aemruieg “yy ‘yyy Aq Adoo 9I91-S6sI 


‘LI9QI SYM ysatjsea ‘punoy Apuacer SIO ‘I6ST 
‘OS9L SBM jsarljrea ‘punoy ApJUa.er ELIOT 

‘01Z-602/SZ ‘O°W'S 90S ‘:SeLnUua Yyonoy yedoyyT 

‘samay ‘Ajat00S ‘yory xossns ye Adoy OOLI-6SSI 
‘ayes yornyd ut Adoy (ggzt W) FELI-6SST : 


‘raquia}dag 6z peep (uinj}or ,, [IU ,, 


‘OSZI-OFZI A VY OD 
‘LO9I SBM 4SoT]ive 


‘QOBI-SSZI Jo}sIder aBeILy OU st aI0Y}3 
yy} Burpsooerl ur yOaWIOOUL SI snsusDg [ESI IU] 


‘durep wos a[qisayyt 
osje pue pozrpynu sased ay} yo sdoz PIZI-SEst 
‘(AVIA Wey}) XOUY “HD *H “PAdy 94} JOF LEET UE 
Jatyian?) ssi Aq opeur Adod © WOIT 9OLI-069T + 


“SPLIT ‘LOLI ‘OBLI JO} “L' 10 “Yd 94} UT Joy}Te 
GaseILIep OU ore J19Y} YNq ‘IATPOOJapP Se RRLT 
-GOLI IW SuUtIpIOIaI UT OBLIONUT SI SnsudDd [ESI PUT, 


ay} JO Suruurseq oy} }e VBeIeSTA OY} Suraloaur 

ay @ UL yuING po}Joder YoOoq Jaj}stSe1 jsorieq 
‘punoy Auader SI9T ‘6ST 
‘P-E1Z/VE “O'V'S 99S :O09I-I9SI SaureuINS 


‘OS9T SBA\ ysaT[Ive 


Ld 


“Wd 


JUSUIQUISIL | 


I'd 


: oe 


Yd 


Ld 


I'd 
Ld 
‘Wd 
ud 


(penutjuoo aq oy) 


00ZLI-SZ91 


S6SI-06ST 


SI8l-16SI 
oI8l-ES9l 


WSLI-9 


~ 
© 


I 


(IN) 88Z1-S9ZI 
*90ZL1T-0691 
6891-2991 
ZI8I-LOLT 


Stor 
SZ9rt 


619L 


9291 


FSSI 


8ssl 
O89T 


S6SI 
{Z991 
| 6991 
(esol 


Dp 
ww 
w 
a 


- Ren] 
aoc 
iD WD iO 


{ 68ST 
| OFSI 
| 88ST 





"ee gyeBo yy 
***  10zdeyT 


ysnoroq ng 


* Suro 


yWomjeg 


Suryo}eg 


ee) eyed 


* weygseg 


eos surao 





“O69 SBM 4SoI[Ive ‘punos AQUeal EZOI ‘ELIOT ‘I6ST 





L'a 


foner cr 





132 Sussex Notes and Queries 
SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS.—LXX. 


ST. MARY, ASHBURNHAM. 
This church, in modern times referred to as that of 
St. Peter and St. James, is now known to have been 
originally dedicated to St. Mary. With the exception of 
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the 15th century tower it was rebuilt by John Ashburnham 
in 1665, and is an interesting example of a 17th century 
church in which an attempt was made to maintain the 











Sussex Notes and Queries 133 


medieval style modified by renaissance detail. The nave 
abuts on an eastern arm, composed of the chancel and 
north and south chapels. It is possible that the chancel 
arch is constructed with stones from an earlier arch of the 
isth century, and the arches to the, chapels may similarly 
incorporate material of the early 16th century, but on the 
other hand these arches may be due to the builders’ desire 
to imitate old forms. The north chapel, which is dedicated 
to St. James, replaces presumably the medieval chapel with 
the same dedication. It contains the family monuments, 
among them the fine tomb to John Ashburnham (d. 1671) 
and to the wife of William Ashburnham (d. 1679), the 
latter by John Bushnell. The south chapel is occupied by 
the Ashburnham Pew. The church contains interesting 
contemporary fittings. W.H.G. 

fhe monuments form an interesting contrast, that to 
John Ashburnham being in the old tradition, with three 
recumbent effigies and children on the tomb-chest below, 
the other an early example of the dramatic monument 
derived trom France and Italy, with William Ashburnham 
kneeling beside his dying wife, who receives the crown of 
immortality from a flying angel. Almost more remarkable 
is the fact that John’s is almost certainly by Thomas 
Burman, the master mason from whom his apprentice John 
Bushnell ran away to work in Venice and Rome. Burman 
had died in 1674; Bushnell was in favour at Court; and 
William Ashburnham’s choice of sculptor is _ wholly 


explicable. K.E 





NOTE 


ALIAS.—The use of this link between surnames is 
familiar to those consulting parish registers and deeds, and 
may indicate, for instance, a nickname or an assumed name, 
or the surname of the mother or that of her former husband. 


Its interposition between Christian names is possibly 
much less common. An instance in Sussex occurs in the 
i610 Bishop’s Transcript for Dallington which records the 
burial of Richard als. Anthony Godfry, singlman.”’ 

According to Sir Edward Coke’s /nstitutes, a Christian 


name could be changed at confirmation. yw 4. CHALLEN. 
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SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH REGISTERS. 

Contributed by w. it. CHALLEN. 

(Continued from page 111, vol. x.) 
St. MARGARET, WESTMINSTER: 
Baptisms Continued. 
1769—June 2. Rees Goring Thomas, son of Morgan, Esq., 
by Frances, born 22 May. 
(For the parents’ marriage see 1768 on page 66). 

This son was of Llannon, Carmarthen, and Toot- 
ing Graveney, Surrey, and married 2 March, 1824, 
at Clapham, Surrey, Caroline Esdaile, daughter by 
Elizabeth Jeffries (dau. of Edward Jeffries of 
Cothelstone in Bishop Lydeard, Som., and Trea- 
surer of St. Thomas’s Hospital, London, 1780- 
1800), of William Esdaile (1758-1837), Banker of 
Lombard Street, London, a son of Sir James 
Esdaile, Kt., bv his 2nd wife Mary, née Mayor, of 
Upminster, Essex (married 2g Nov., 1748, St. 
Paul’s Cathedral, London). 

The officiating minister at the 1824 marriage 
was the Revd. James Wilkinson Esdaile, nephew 
of the aforenamed William Esdaile, and son of 
Joseph Esdaile of Upminster, who married g Nov., 
1794, at St. Marylebone, London, Priscilla, 
daughter of John Wilkinson, 

Edward Jeffries Esdaile, a grandson of William 
Esdaile the Banker, married 27 Sept., 1837, at 
West Monkton, Som., Eliza lIanthe Shelley, 
daughter by his 1st wife, Harriet (dau. of John) 
Westbrook, of Percy Bysshe Shelley the poet, who 
was baptised 1792 at Warnham, Sx., and was a 
son of Sir Timothy Shelley, 2nd Bart., of Field 
Place, Warnham, Sx. 

1769—July 20. Edward Thoroton, son of Thomas, Esq., 
by Rossilia, born 17 July. 
1771—Jan. 10. Charlotte North, dau. of Frederick Lord 
North, by Ann, born 13 Dec. 
1777—June 21. Dudley North, son of the Right Honble. 
Frederick Lord North, by Ann, born 31 May. 
(The father, Frederick North, 8th Lord North and 
2nd Earl of Guilford, Prime Minister 1770-1781, 
married at St. James, Piccadilly, 20 May, 1756, 
Ann, daughter of George Speke of White Lack- 
ington, Som., M.P. for Milborne Port, Taunton 
Dean, and Wells, Som., who died 1753 Dillington, 
Som., and was a son of John Speke of Dillington, 
by his 2nd wife (married 1687 Compton Valence, 
Dorset) Elizabeth Pelham, daughter of Thomas 
Pelham of Fordington, Dorset, who married 1621 
at St. Thos., Salisbury, Blanche (dau. of 
Robert) Eyre of New Sarum, Wilts., and was a 





— 
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son of Herbert Pelham of Michelham in Arling- 
ton, Sussex, by his 2nd wife, Elizabeth, daughter 
of Thomas West, 3rd Lord de la Warr. 

The mother of Anne North (née Speke) was the 
3rd wife (married 1737 Musbury, Devon, and 
Ilminster, Som.) of the aforesaid George Speke, 
namely, Anne (née Williams), widow of Sir Wail- 
liam Drake, 6th (and last) Bart. of Ashe in Mus- 
bury, Devon (where John Churchill, ist Duke of 
Marlborough was born, once a mansion and now 
a farmhouse), and daughter (baptised St. Dunstan 
in the West, London, 15 Aug., 1704) of William 
Peere Williams of Gray’s Inn, London, Grey- 
friars, Chichester, and Broxbourne, Herts., (see 
Sx. N. and Q. vol. ix, pp. 152-3), who was 
christened 12 Jan., 1663, at St. Bartholomew the 
Great, London, and married 7 Oct., 1697, at 
Highgate, Middx., Anne, daughter of Sir George 
Hutchins, Kt. (son of Edmund Hutchins of 
Georgeham, Devon, parish clerk of Barnstaple, 
Devon), one of the Commissioners of Chancery, 
who was admitted to Gray’s Inn 19 May, 1666, 
and buried 13 July, 1705, as from Grevill Street, at 
St. Andrew, Holborn, London.) 

1782—Apr. 20. Peter Robert Burrell, son of Sr. Peter 
Burrell, Kt., by Pricilla Barbara Elizabeth, Baroness 
Willoughby de Eresby, born 19 March. 
(The father, of Beckenham, Kent, succeeded in 
1787 to the Baronetcy of his grand-uncle, Str 
Merrick Burrell of West Grinstead, Sussex, and 
was created in 1796 Baron Gwydir of Gwydir, 
Carnarvon. 

The son, Peter Robert, became Lord Willoughby 
de Eresby and was brother to Merrick Lindsey 
Peter Burrell who married Frances Daniell 13 
July, 1807, at St. Martins-in-the-Field. 

1790—Sep. 13. Mary Lennox, dau. Lieutenant Colonill 
Charles by Lady Charlotte, born 15 May. 
1791—Sep. 4. Charles Lennox, son of Lieut. Collonel 
Chas, by Lady Charlotte, born 3 Aug. 
(This son became sth Duke of Richmond and 
Lenox). 
1797—Sep. 30. Henry Adam Lennox, son of the Honble. 
Colonel Charles by Lady Charlotte, born 6 Sep. 
(The father of the last three was the 4th Duke of 
Richmond and Lenox.) 
1810—Aug. 2. Peter Robert Charles Burrell, son of the 
Honble. Lindsey Merrick Peter by Frances, born 27 Apr., 
1810. 
i81o—Aug. 2. Charlotte Fanny Burrell, dau. of above, 
born i2 Apr., 1809. 
(See note to 1782 baptism.) 
(To be continued.) 
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SCHEDULE OF THE HIGHWAY RATE FOR 
LOXWOOD, 1654. 
(Communicated by LT.-cOL. E. L. BOTTING, R.E.) 
Wisborough Green. 


A taxation made by John Laker and Charles Weston, 
being the Surveyors of the Highways within the 
said parish for the year insueing with the consent 
of maney of the abeler sort of the inhabitants 
thereof for repaireing of the said highways the 
5th day of May, 1654. 

Loxwood End. 


a 
Inprimis M? Threele, Esq. [ss] 02 00 00 
Itm John King [ss] am Ol 15 oo 
Widow Mills [ss | 00 00 
Farnfoldland 10 oO 
Thomas Jackman 08 04 
Hen: Perrior 10 00 
John Jackman 03 O%4 
Hen: Wade : 12 06 
Hayes and Penlands 02 06 
John Franklin 03 04 
John Laker co 00 
George Strudd 05 00 
Jo: Ireland of Hedfolds os 10 


Hurst house and land 


00 
Edward Nadrett | Naldrett | 06 08 
Robert Bannister 07 06 
Bullhames 03 «04 
Robert Trower 00 
Malkinsons 08 04 

on 


Robert Scutt j 
rhe land of Burges. 
Pagles [Peagles, 1815} 
John Mitchell st 
Pickbush [Pigbush, 1745 | 
John Queenell 
Rich: Charlwood _... 
Josfp [sic] Furlonger the elder ... 
Jo: Studman ae : : 
Wm. Buckler for Barkholle {Barco Cells, 
1745 | 
Joseph Furlonger the Younger 
John Russell 


SSS SSSRSSSSSSSESESEELCESEEEECE 
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, « «¢ 
Cousens Garden [Cousin Garden, 1745 ] 00 00 05 
Edward rg peeve ss oo o1 08 
Dendysland [—lane, 1745] 00 00 10 
Litle Bullhemes co oo 10 
Deacons [Dacons, 1745 | 00 00 10 
John Queennell 00 00 10 
Trenchmans [-—-moor, 1745 | 00 05 00 
Mathew Napper 00 02 06 
John Smart GO O02 OoO6 
William Strudwick 00 02 of 
Rich: Mills for Spye 00 02 06 
Shipheards Croft and Lagg [ Sheppards 1745] ©0 00 10 
Widow Hurst oo o1 08 
For Oakhurst 00 00 05 
Woodland 00 03 04 
Rich: Nye for Banesfold 00 02 Oo! 
Wm. Poole for his Lt. 00 02 OF 
Pephurst 00 05 oO 
Wm. Buckler ‘ CO 02 of 
Tho. Tuesley for Jo: Kingsland 00 00 10 
Tho: Tuesley for Rich: Westsland 00 00 10 
James Hurst 00 00 O5 
Nappers House 00 00 10 
Stoney Garden [Name lost] .. ©0 0O 10 
William Reef [William Reaves in 1766] 
[William Rice in 1697] .. 00 00 OS 
Henry Penfold for Wilce Strood {W ild Strood] 00 03 O4 
Nicho: Perrior for Stonecroft [Name lost]... 00 00 05 


Suma Tottell 19. OF OO 


Wee allow of this tax. 
Tyo: BALLARD, Maior of Arund :". 
JoHN ALBERY. 
Henry Carpenter. 
Jo: Kinge. 
John Laker. 
Will: Steenni[n ]ge. 
Robert Banefter. 


Hen: Hamden. 
John Wades [L] ma[r]ke [the 
Walone ——-——— ]. 


John Ireland. 
Roger Whittington. 
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s. d. 

Mr. Threele ... 6 7 
Robert Trower a 2 
Widdow Milles 3 6 
Richard Milles 2 6 
John Ireland 2.6 
Joseph Forlonger 2 6 
Widdow Shepeard 2 6 
John Studman t ¥ 
Rd. Quenell 1 3 
For the Knepp 1 6 
£1 10 © 


Col. Botting adds :- 


It would be interesting to compare the surnames with 
the names that appear in J. C. Buckwell’s ‘‘ Stories of Lox- 
wood *’ which appeared in 8.A.C. (Vol. Ivi, pp. 161-191). 
Speaking from memory, I think the names of Threele, King, 
Napper and Naldrett appeared among the petitioners for a 
chapel of ease at Loxwood, circa 1404. The families of King 
and Napper have disappeared within living memory. 
Naldrett is the name of a farm in Wisborough Green and 
I think Rudgwick. Laker is presumably the family that 
gave its name to Laker’s Lodge, formerly Beggars’ Bush. 
Quennell is presumably the name of the family of Sussex 
ironmasters (vide Ernest Straker’s Wealden Iron, p. 420), 
who inter alia presumably gave their name to Quennell 
House in the neighbouring village of Plaistow—not ‘‘ Queen 
Nell’? as postulated by Lady Wolseley in Some Sussex 
Byways, p. 146. 

Of other names I have frequently come across Jackman 
and Greenfield in reading about Loxwood; indeed the will 
of a Jackman disposing of Fletchings in Loxwood was 
deposited by me with the S.A. Society. There was a 
family of Furlonger in Haslemere 30 years ago, and maybe 
is there still. The names that strike me as unusual are 
Perrier and Tuesley. The former strikes one as French, 
and might conceivably be one of the glass makers. 

The place names should be compared with the 6 in. 
O.S. Map and the appropriate portion of Sussex place 
names. I can recognise most, but not all, the names. 
Farnfold land is the reference quoted by S. E. Winbolt in 
Wealden Glass, p. 42, which I gave to him. 
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Although the Highway Rate is for the year 1654 it is 
signed by Tho: Bullard and John Albery, who were in 
fact Mayors of Arundel in 1653 and 1652 respectively, 
aecording to Appendix III of G. W. Eustace’s Arundel 
Borough and Castle. 





DRAWINGS AND JOURNALS 
BY MR. W. J. SAUNDERS. 


The Society has received from one of its members, 
Miss Catherine Saunders, of Barcombe Mills, a valuable 
and interesting addition to its records of Sussex Churches. 


This consists of a series of drawings in sepia made 
by Mr. W. J. Saunders, of Reigate (the donor’s father), 
between the years 1852 and 1goo. Of these the great 
majority were made before 1870. There are 115 drawings 
showing 111 different churches; and one drawing of 
Wilmington Priory made on t1oth Sept., 1860. All the 
drawings are dated. 


In addition to the drawings Miss Saunders has pre- 
sented to the Society 13 MS. books containing her father’s 
journal from 1850 until 1901. These record, amongst other 
things, his visits to the Sussex Churches which are repre- 
sented in the drawings. They also deal with his travels in 
other counties and countries and with his botanical col- 
lections. The books contain many drawings, sometimes 
of churches, sometimes of particular features in churches, 
sometimes of other subjects. Every entry is dated; and 
the notes afford valuable information on such matters as 
the condition of the churches and work in progress at the 
date of the visit. 


The drawings and journals will be available for mem- 
bers wishing to refer to them, but only on an appointment 
being made for the purpose. They are too valuable to be 
placed in the open reference Library. A list of the churches 
illustrated will be published in a later issue. 


The Society is much indebted to Miss Saunders and 
to her brother, Dr. E. A. Saunders, for this generous gift. 
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SAMPSON LENNARD—A CORRECTION.—In a post- 
script to his paper on the Dacre tomb at Herstmonceaux, 
Mr. J. E. Ray speaks of the Sampson Lennard who married 
Margaret Fynes, Lady Dacre, as being Bluemanile 
Pursuivant.' That is a mistake: Lady Dacre’s husband 
and Bluemantle were first cousins, thus*: 


1. John Lennard, = Elizabeth, 2. William = Anne, d. and h. of 
of Chevening and Knole, | d. of Com. Lennard. John Perkins, of 
Co, Kent. | Harman. Richmond, Surrey, 


| by Anne, d. and h. of 
| Ralph Annesley. 


| 
Sampson Lennard, = Margaret Fynes, Sampson Lennard, 
s. and h Lady Dacre Bluemantle, + 1633 


Lennard was appointed Rouge Rose Pursuivant Extra- 
ordinary in or before January, 1612-3," and became Blue- 
mantle in 1615-6.° He died in 1633 and was buried in the 
Heralds’ Parish Church, St. Benet’s, Paul’s Wharf, on 
17th August. After his death his books, or most of them, 
came into the possession first of Henry Parker, Arms 
Painter, and then of Robert Fisher, another Arms Painter ; 
they were afterwards bought by the Earl of Oxford‘ and 
are now among the Harleian MSS. in the British Museum. 

H. S. Lonpon. 


1 S.A.C., LVIII, 198 


2 J. C. Brooke, ‘‘ De Vitis Fecialium ’’ (MS. in College of Arms), 
I, 24, 25; Confirmation of Arms and Grant of Crest by Segar, 
Garter, 1626—see Genealogist, XXI, 64, and Harleian 
Soctety’s, Vol. 66; c.f., D.N.B. and Lennard Pedigree in 
Harl, Soc., Vol. 75, p. 65. 

* C.Q.Y. 897 (MS. in College of Arms) citing Doeprets in 
Signet Books. 


4 J. C. Brooke, loc. cit. 
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SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY AND TRUST. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 

The Annual General Meeting was held, as announced, 
by kind permission of the Mayor and Corporation, in the 
Town Hall, at Lewes, on Wednesday, 21st March, our 
ex-President, the Bishop of Lewes, in the chair. The atten- 
dance of members was very fair for wartime, being much 
the same as last year’s. 

After the Minutes had been read and confirmed, the 
Council’s Report and the Accounts were put and unani- 
mously adopted. The decrease of six members was the 
smallest during the war, the total for the five years being 
227, all but 23 occurring in the first two years. A number 
of deaths were to be lamented; mention might be made of 
Mr. Ian Hannah, M.P., F.S.A., Mr. Henry Willett, Mr. 
S. E. Winbolt and Sir Arthur Smith Woodward. The 
Council had taken steps, in recognition of Miss M. H. 
Cooper’s long service as Hon. Secretary, to promote and 
pay the entrance fee and life composition for her election 
as a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries. 

The financial position was satisfactory, £300 being 
added to the Reserve Fund, bringing it up to £1,000; 
but deferred repairs would be heavy. 

The Society’s action in reference to Lewes High Street 
(already reported here) and the formation of the British 
Council of Archeology were noted; and provisional plans 
for the coming Centenary of the Society in 1946 were put 
forward. 

As noted in our last number, His Grace the Duke of 
Devonshire was elected President, to succeed Sir George 
Courthope. The other officers were re-elected, and a hearty 
vote of thanks to them and to the outgoing President was 
carried nem. con 

In accordance with Rule 14 (a) one third of the members 
of Council retired and of these all but two, being eligible, 
had offered themselves and were re-elected. The remaining 
two (Mr. D. MacLeod and the Hon, Sylvia Fletcher- 
Moulton), it was decided on a motion, had reasonable cause, 
in war conditions, for non-attendance; they did not offer 
themselves for re-election. 

In the afternoon ‘the meeting was resumed at the 
Lecture Room, Town Hall, where Mr. O. H. Leeney gave 
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a lecture on ‘‘ The Restoration of Sussex Churches ”’; this 
was abundantly illustrated by beautiful lantern slides. 

The lecture was followed by visits to the Priory Ruins 
and to Anne of Cleves’ House. The former, which was 
dependent on the weather, was fortunately feasible, and 
members were able to inspect the ruins without interruption 
by rain. It will be remembered that the cutting of the 
Lewes-Brighton Railway through the heart of this famous 
and sacred site gave the first impulse to the foundation of 
our Society. Those present were delighted to hear that 
the Borough of Lewes is in process of acquiring the ground 
and ruins. Mr. Godfrey acted as cicerone. 

At Anne of Cleves’ House the Every Museum was 
inspected; though not all of it can yet be shown, the 
Society is much indebted to Major Sutton for arranging the 
large selection on view. 


COUNCIL. 
February Meeting. 

The Councii met at Barbican House on 14th February. 
Present, the Chairman and fifteen members. 

Thirteen new members were elected; seven retirements 
and one death were reported. The officers were re- 
nominated for 1945-6 other than the President; the Duke 
of Devonshire was nominated to succeed Sir George 
Courthope in the Presidency. 

The Hon. Secretary reported confidential correspon- 
dence with regard to the sale of Bramber Castle. He re- 
ported on the state of the Society’s finances at the end of 
the past year, as noticed under the Annual Meeting. 

The Curator of Deeds submitted two deeds relating to 
l.oxwood in Wisborough Green, presented by the Glouces- 
tershire County Library. 

Lists of bloomery and glass sites, also of nature 
reserves, were asked for by Mr. S. S. Frere. 


April Meeting. 
The Council met at Barbican House on 1ith April, 


the Chairman and the large attendance of twenty members 
being present. 


The Chairman extended a welcome to our new Coun- 
cillor, Dr. Wilson, 
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The Sub-Committees were re-appointed, except that 
Mr. Budgen wished to retire from that for the Museum. 

Mr. Margary was nominated as representative to the 
S.E. Union of Scientific Societies. 

Nine new members were elected, and four deaths 
reported, the latter including the late Mr. Nicholson, Hon. 
Secretary from 1905 to 1922. 

Very satisfactory news was received as to the scheme 
for remodelling Lewes High Street. The East Sussex 
Council agreed with the Society’s representation, and had 
rescinded an order to go into the plan put forward by the 
Borough. 


Further negotiations on the continued control of the 
half excavated Roman site at Littlehampton were reported. 
Our member, Mr. C. A. Butt, had generously offered to 
meet the rent (4:10) and provide the huts and tools for use 
so long as he should live. A renewed lease is under discus- 
sion with the Duke of Norfolk’s agent; the Society will 
take it over from Mr. E. W. Hulme. This very remark- 
able site, only paralleled by one at Hambledon, Bucks, 
should certainly be completely excavated. 

The Council welcomed the news of a proposal for the 
purchase of Bramber Castle by the National Trust, and 
agreed to support any appeal for funds for the purpose. 
They offered all moral support to the efforts being made 
by the Seaford Townspeople’s Association to preserve the 
Crypt there (S.A.C., Vol. 7); the crypt was flooded in 1876, 
and there is about 3 ft. depth of sludge still in it. The 
Association wishes not only to preserve it by clearing it, 
but also to make a ‘‘ garden of remembrance *’ round it. 
The Hon. Secretary was instructed to write to the Town 
Clerk of Lewes, welcoming the purchase by the Borough 
of St. Pancras Priory, and calling attention to its impor- 
tance as an ancient monument. 

The Thomas Stanford Museum at Preston Park, which 
had been in the hands of A.R.P. since 1939, was reported 
to have been re-opened on Easter Sunday (open 1o—1, 2—s, 
including Sundays, closed on Tuesdays). 

The proposal to reconstruct Brunswick Square, Hove, 
was reported, but no action seemed necessary. 

The Centenary Celebration was fixed for Tuesday, 18th 
June, 1946. 
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Mr. Godfrey promised a sketch for alterations to the 
large outbuilding of Anne of Cleves’ House. 

The Curator of Deeds reported the gift by Dr. Hooper 
of deeds relating to Arundel, and the deposit by the Shiffner 
Trustees of their muniments. 

For the Library it was decided to buy Professor E. W. 
Tristram’s Medieval Wall Paintings, 12th Century. 
Towards the price of £10 10s. od. two Councillors offered 
each £2 2s. od. 

A request was received from Mrs. Jane Ellis (72, Ewell 
Road, Surbiton, Surrey) for information as to the date, 
administration, numbers of inmates, etc., of almshouses in 
the county. 





NOTICE.—S.N.Q. Revised Index to vol. 1x. 
It is. with great regret that the Editor must again 
postpone issue of this. The Index is in proof, and will 
certainly appear with the August number. 





ADVERTISEMENT. 


FOR SALE, ‘‘ SUSSEX NOTES & QUERIES,”’’ from 
August, 1930, to November, 1943. What offers? 
Mrs. DE ROoEMER, Herstmonceux. 








